
Sun City, AZ 85351-3327 
July 31,2001 

Re: Application of Sun City Water Company,et al. 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
Attn: Honorable Members Mundell, Irvin and Spitzer; 
Dear Commisssion Members; 
This letter is written out of total frustration with a system of government that seems to lack all logic and 
order. This is tnte because a frequent user of the system, Citizens Utilities, has set out to take advantage of 
its complexities and absurdities. Citizens determined to build an unneeded pipeline to and at the expense of 
Sun City in order to treat its CAP water for domestic use and sale elsewhere.. It bundled the package with 
advantages for one entity, Sun City West, and has successfiIIy held the package together; seemingly, 
without challenge. No one seeks to determine the benefit for Sun City or to compare that with Sun City’s 
casts. When asked if& City shauld vote m the pmject, citizens rejects that and says h wants all of many 
communities involved to make a joint vote. I suppose, so that Citizens can do as it did with the task force 
and carry the day with Sun City West voters. When a vote is sought by members of Recreation Centers of 
Sun City, it contends only Citizem and not RCSC that is causing the expense, even though it is RCSCs 
contract with Citizens that caused the rate increase.. Even though it has “leased” its most valuable asset for 
nothing to- Citizens, RCSC says it hasdone nothing that invalves its members. ACC could require a vate 
but instead it pretends that some duly authorized group has approved it and none is necessary.. That 
concept demands fiuther investigation. (See my enclosed letter to Arizona Republic attached.) Citizens 
screened the members, cai1ed the witnesses, had employees on the task force and even one Glendale 
resident. It also presided at the meetings and financed the finagling of votes. It allowed Sun City West and 
Youngtown to @*&e Sun City on whag becamea voteto fabe Sun City water rates 45%. . It bo@ the 
vote of the condo association. It forced a walkout by the Taxpayers members in protest of the way the 
voting was handled. Technical representatives of Citizens voted for the recharge. Even with all the 
conniving, the pipeIine was barely favored over recharge. That was before CAP recharge was a reality 
Citizens persuaded the task force that water put in recharge would not benefit Sun City for decades, if ever.. 
Incredibly, now Citizens, with your blessing, will be using CAF rechxge, as b e n e f b g  SUR City 

There are several ways justice can yet be done. 1. ACC can require a vote of RCSC members 2, 
ACC can insist that benefit/ cost ratio be separately determined for Sun City and ACC should act separately 
on the applkarion insofaf as it d a t e s  to Sun City. 3 If reliance is to be had on the task force vote, the 
propriety of its entire existence and actions need to be carefblly scrutinized. 4. The operating agreement 
haween RCSC and Cjtizens.has.neverbeeD produced Apparently, because it drastically changes.&! 
original contract to the hrther detriment of Sun City This agreement should be produced by Citizens or 
RCSC before any hearing is held. Citizens has maneuvered this process with great precision to avoid 
meeting the obvious complaint of Sun C i  that for $2 to $3 million per year plus the loss of its 4100 acre 
feet of ancient water rights, it gets only surface water in exchange and maybe saves a bit on pumping 
Citizens gets to rake its Sun City r a m  by 45% q d  rakes-the ancient rightsfor.lease elsewhere. This.& 
horribly unfair.. I have been a judge and for two terms was a trial-tested United States Attorney for 
Colorado (69-77). I think I know a scam when I see one. I hope you do too. 
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-- West % Valley Op inions 

Pipeline project doesn't 
ou keep krterviewmg 
and prurtmg letters Y from Mr. (Jerry) S m -  

tck. (president) of the Resre- 
litivn Centers of Sun Ciry, 
RCSC. who sneer3 at efforts to 
save the Citizens of sun city 
$3 million per year or a 37 per- 
cent lncrease on their wafer 
b&. (Art4 that is lt no costs are 
underestimated or nor in- 
cluded. ) 
He doesn't speak to the COS[ 

of the altemanve. which is re. 
charge. which accompkshes 
Lhe surne thmg and is vlrtuslly 
free. Add to rhe 53 millioii rhe 
valuc of our ground water 
w h c h  Citrzens (Water Re- 
sources Compcany) gets leased 
tu it by  the RCSC, 3t no cost for 
as iona as it wants it 11 is free to 
c harp! for this crcdtt, d benefit 
.we could have for the RCSC, if 
we hdn'r signed to give it 
away 

Isn't it  incerestmg that Mr. 
Swurtek says no one objects to 
the ptpeline project. but he is 
afrad to give uh a vote tu find 
out and would rather spend 
your money on attorneys' fees 
to prevent your getting a vote? 

I 3111 really sick of the starc- 
men[ that the task force ap. 
proved the pipeline. TIUS, m 
truth. cfidn't happen because 
the voting system was rigged 
and tlawcd. Deuplte nggmc, 
the vote barely favored pipe- 
line over recharge. The task 
force was conceived by Citi- 
zens. It hired experts IO ton- 
duct the rneenngs afld 

JiM fRLECE 

prucfucedall rhe wimesses who 
appeared. It had two of its top 
guns on the task force. It 
screened tbe ether members, 
Citnens hired an expert to him- 
dle the votmg. Votmg meant 
answenng with rmngs many 
questions oti 11 issues by rai- 
ing answers. The ones m 
charge applied weight to the 1 I 
issues, thun, supposedly, &€er- 
mined which project was fa- 
vored. 

The .system was okviousiy 
rigged to give the answer d e  
sired by Citmens. Task force 
members were not given de- 
tails such 8s about the ex. 
change of CAP water for 
ground water. They did not see 
the contract. Even now impor- 
tant contracts are floatin# 
around unsigned. When the 
scheme has fully workcd the 
contracts will be signed and 
maybe be available for us to 
see. Mr. Swintek is playing fast 
and loose with us. Wherc is the 
o erating agreement between 
Rizens and RCSC that was 
supposed to have been at- 
trcbed to the pipeline project 
engmeenng report of MOO, but 
is only a blank page, 

There werc many othcr K 

hold water 
regularities in the vonng The 
cnndo represeiitattvt agreed 
to the pipeline in consideration 
of the rates kmn# by household 
and nut by water use. But thc 
biggest fault wth the voting 
was allowing the votes of five 
members Irom Sun City West 
and m e  from Yuwrgrown to 
rme Sun City water rates. 

There way il conflict bc- 
tween the two Sun City 3re3s 
md the vutt on Sun City water 
rates should have been limited 
to Sun City. Sui1 City W s r .  for 
its golf courses. had no C.W 
warcr. If had rraiporary indus- 
mal  rights whtch were due IO 

explrc. T)rc task force agreeti 
to give Sun City West 2.300 
acre-feet of Sun City'r CAP ai- 
lotment. A h  C i u e n a  cornmi. 
ted nsdf to rnnkinq Sun Cry 
ground water wadable to SUIA 
City West. Sun City West wit.; 
now gun# bo for the pip~.linr 
project. 
Sun City, for a 1  its hugr tn- 

vestmenr. get5 aothmg from 
the pipeline but the privdaxt; 
of aivlng its CAP and groiind 
water M Sun City EVeht. 

'11 you want a vote on 
whether we must surrender 
our ground water to Citizens 

agree to pay $3 rniilion per 
year oia a pipclinc to bcncfir 
Sun City West. kt RCSC know. 
I've been rellirig you that you 
were scammcd. 1 hope yvu'rc 
paying attention 
Jim TrewEs kvss IO Sun City 
vwws nprsssed >re Those of rhc 
JUtI10f 



a closer examination 
support rhc $1 .a mwon or so 
annual cst.tmalcd mZcmcce 
costs of tht pipalme. which wc will 
him to pay, Citizens controls how it 
Ctrvcncs up d s  c q m . . s  hrcwrcn 
ordinaiy and the piipline. Are YW 
confident you MU always gel a fair 
occounmg? 

4. lhcm w;19 no solid admbsiun 
mal Ctrrzms was to UM the 
nmet water we traded for thnr sur. 
face waler It plays on words and 
says we are not sdmg Recreation 
Centers of Sun Cuy water Tbcy. 
instead. use rhe lact that Cltkens 
holds that w a t n  tn 4 1  clr;rwh+rc: to 
~ t s  customtrs. In effect. Cltlrrns is 
XiUng thc good watcr wc tdtlcd h r  
the bad. Ray Jnncs. general man. 
ager of Citrtens. told the Corpora- 
Uon Conmusston. 'Our whalc pur- 
puw was to get porabk watcr as 
cheap as we could to xll. and this 
was ihe way we found.' 

5. The task-lorcr wtlng was 60 
manipulated. It can't pstb ly  be 
valld. Om sianng ddert is thar Sun 
Cily west rep~xnlocivrr gut to vote 
on the Sun City obhgatton~ u d t r  
thhe contract* We don't know what 
the Sun Cky task-fnrrs vnters WMI- 
ed. It Is paaiblc &ill Cltums' repre- 
scntatlves on tbc task force lis0 
VOWd on SUR ClQ o b ~ l l o ~ ~ .  

WC r#cd 3 fDCmherSbJp VOW. T h C  
RCSC had a vote at its regular meet- 
bg aid muid hawe included this. 
but the board knows Lt Is putunq an 
unwarranted burden on the poor 
W!h no gain for tbem in watcr. dnd 
the poor won't h them get away 
WlIh It 
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Surrounding entities 
should help with aquifer 

shorter time. Ask Millcr about swk 
holes. which M not a prohem her? 
nor are they going to be. Sink hoks 
arc a scare tactic and not a rea) 
issue. It WIU be .several years before 
the ptpciinc Is done. too. and dmng 
that prlod the water we arc pyng 
CiUzens for is being sold LO a dlrch 
company far from here. That Isn't 
going to benefic the acquifcr either 

I think it is betier to havc water 
In the ground hcadrng to the acqui- 
fer than lost forever 10 rngaiion 
But the 8 1 IO rnlllion quesuon Is 
\\.helhcr Sun Ciry Wll choose t~ 
recharge the acqutfer for free wlth 
its dbtment. or pay through the 
nose for the minor dtfferente - ir 
any - in mporatfon. 

And why is Sun Clty singled out 
to pay for savtng ihe acqutlcr. any. 
w a y  Whcrc rue the plans ol aU thc 
other cities and developrntna :hilt 
pump water from it? 
We are the patsy. We coufd havc 

lo pay the higher water rates. SsO 1 

mltlion In Interest and another S50 
mlflion In rnatntenjnce on this pap:- ; 

i; line. 
It Isn't worth it. If they let you \ 

vote. vote *no.- 
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